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ate The Truth About Ike: Now that political storm clouds gather, the myth of Ike the irresistibly popular 
ean Chief Executive is fading fast. Men of good will in Government have always been aware that he is an 
- so amiable, well-meaning fellow. Now they realize that he’s an amiable, well-meaning fellow, but unfor- 
tunately lacking in political know-how and sure-fire popular magnetism. They realize that now they must 


TO get down to business and meet the issues, eschewing reliance on a “glamor personality” to save the party. 
> of Members of the claque which for many months has been monotonously repeating (as if to convince them- 
ing selves), “Ike is overwhelmingly popular”, are not so cocksure. 

ild- Indeed, this claque, largely composed of “liberal” and eastern internationalist pundits, has been 
ong mainly responsible for this incredible incantation. There never was much basis to it — least of all in 


the election returns of a year ago. As we noted in HUMAN EVENTS, on the morrow of the election, 
November 12, 1952, Ike’s victory was not a popular landslide (although widely billed as such). Land- 
on- slide, if it has any meaning, means 60 per cent or more — such as Harding in 1920 (by 64 per cent), 
he Coolidge in 1924 (by 65 per cent), Roosevelt in 1936 (by 62 per cent), etc. Ike got 55 per cent. 


ifty Nor should the electorate’s beaming satisfaction at ridding itself of Truman be confused with a 
worshipful attitude toward Ike similar to that which nourished Roosevelt’s power following 1932. That 





igh idea went up in smoke when a Republican running on Ike’s coattails in Wisconsin went down before a 
We Democrat who was running on the coattails of a dead La Follette Progressive. 
the But, then, what has Ike got — save an infectious grin? Nothing, so far as fitness for the job he 


holds is concerned. It is just as well to come out with this now, when people are in a mood to examine 
many things, privately circulated here, previously. The claque for Ike has obscured many revealing 
ype. stories. 


For instance, when Ike last February talked to a group of Hawaiian politicos, he told them that 


: unless they sent 2 Republican Senators to Washington, he would veto the Hawaiian Statehood bill. He 
| of really meant exactly what he said — all present were agreed. It’s difficult to believe that a President 
ies. would talk seriously about the election of two Senators whose seats had not yet been created. 
sm. Next, a civil servant, specialist on a certain issue of legislation who has had to deal personally on 
ie his specialty with three Presidents, gives us a sidelight. A Republican (who personally disliked F.D.R. 
el and Truman) he is simply appalled by Ike’s inability to understand the first thing about the legislative 
any matters on which he was consulted. “Truman was an encyclopedia”, he remarks, “compared with Ike.” 
rid The above situation is the context in which one should read editorials these days calling on Ike to 

“grasp more firmly the reins of government, etc, etc.”. What is meant is that one crowd or another 
ean would like to displace Sherman Adams and his crew in the business of “running the President’. 
lly, For, people here are coming to one conclusion: that the office of President is too important to 
ail leave alone in the hands of a retired military man who has obviously viewed it as a final period of relaxa- 
4 tion in a long and active career. 
aa 
le Caravan: The cattleman’s “Caravan” which descended upon Washington in the past few days pur- 
portedly to help the cattle industry, but apparently to bait Secretary Benson, was an effective anti-Adminis- 
tration, Democratic publicity stunt. It left the impression that Benson was a flinty-hearted m 
peats “no” to any appeals for assistance to Agriculture. But this impression need not havg/ 
gated if the press had performed its duties. 
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One important fact about the Caravan — little mentioned — is that it was organized by the Farmers’ 
Union. The counsel of the Farmers’ Union is Charles Brannan, Secretary of Agriculture under Truman, 
and a pillar of the Left-wing of the Democratic Party. That scarcely suggests any altruistic, non-partisan 
flavor in the nature of the Caravan. 


Next, what political coloration has the Farmers’ Union? Not one paper we have seen brought up 
the fact that the Union is the Left-winger among farm organizations — quite different from the Farm 
Bureau Federation and the Grange. On September 7, 1950, Senator Styles Bridges (Rep., N.H.) de- 
livered a highly documented speech, in which he charged that Communists had infiltrated the Farmers’ 
Union. Bridges made the point that while Labor — specifically the CIO — had tried to clean house, 
its opposite number in the farm organization field, the Farmers’ Union, not only had never moved to 
purge Communists in its outfit, but had actually purged anti-Communists. Bridges’s speech to our knowl- 
edge has never been answered in detail or effectively. 


Not Merely Gossip: From the grapevine, we hear that Robert M. Hutchins (formerly President of 
the University of Chicago) will soon resign as head of the Ford Foundation. It is known that powerful 
influences have complained to trustees of the Foundation of Hutchins’s “liberal” tendencies. But whether 
it is these complaints or simply the perennially restless disposition of Dr. Hutchins is not known. It would 
not be the first time that trustees had so acted. Paul Hoffman (once head of the Marshall Plan) left 
his high position with the Foundation a year ago, reportedly because of a disagreement with the trustees 
about the large bloc of Ford Company shares held by the Foundation. The story goes that Hoffman sug- 
gested that the Foundation sell some of this stock; the Ford family said “‘no”. 


@ One of the reasons for Senator Wiley’s great unpopularity in his state of Wisconsin is his mar- 
riage to an Englishwoman two years ago. About that time, the Senator — formerly an “isolationist”? — 
reversed his stand on foreign policy and became a militant internationalist. Today he wages a strong fight 
on the Bricker Amendment. Many of his constituents reportedly believe that his foreign-born wife caused 
him to change his views. Whether that be true or not, constituent reaction to this version is a political 
liability to Wiley in his state. 


@ Watch for a “liberal” propaganda drive against Secretary McKay and his Department of the 
Interior. Reason: a “security” unit has been formed and well-staffed with genuine anti-Communists. 
They have already started purging a Department which, according to hush-hush services here, has been 
one of the most infiltrated sections of the Federal Government. Hence, those in danger of expulsion will 


soon be calling for help from “liberal” publicists. In the view of press circles here, Interior will soon be 
“given the business”. 


New York Election: So far in the New York mayoralty campaign, submission — rather than brav- 
ery — has marked the two parties — Democratic and Liberal; submission to the socialistic Americans 
for Democratic Action (ADA) which reportedly controls both. But Colonel Harold Riegelman, the Re- 
publican candidate, may win many votes from those who admire fearlessness. For Riegelman has de- 


fied the ADA octopus in no uncertain terms. The ADA invited him to speak to their gathering and he 
turned them down. 


Riegelman said: “You have advocated socialistic schemes, encouraged an even greater amount of 
government interference and domination in the lives of individuals, and held a consistently ‘soft’ policy 
towards the menace of Communism . . . . You are so deeply concerned with the fancied advantages 
you think will come to the plain people from some future impossible welfare state, that you are blind 


to the blessings they could have next January by putting ordinary, old-fashioned honesty, common sense 
and leadership in City Hall.” 





Nationalistic South: Even the most stubborn “one world” pundit must now begin to recognize that 
the South is no longer a bastion of internationalism. For decades, any classification of the foreign policy 














attitudes of Southern states placed them on the side of foreign entanglements and global spending, no 





matter what Administration was in power. But in the past six months, reports have indicated that the 
South has reversed its former stand on foreign policy. 


On October 26, the U.P. reported: “Southern Democratic Senators served notice today that foreign 
aid spending will be their number one economy target next year. Eight out of ten Dixie Senators polled 
in a United Press Survey said they will vote for sharp cuts in the mutual security program.” This atti- 
tude resembles that expressed by Senator George of Georgia in a public statement last week. 


Minority Leader Lyndon Johnson (Texas) in recent months has adopted the same stern attitude to- 
wards foreign spending. Indeed, Johnson also joined what critics call the “isolationist” school when sev- 
eral months ago he came out in favor of the Bricker Amendment to protect American sovereignty from 
treaties and the UN. In this, Johnson undoubtedly reflected wide-spread sentiment in the South. And in 
this, also, the South finds itself aligned with the Middle West. 


Indeed, the identity of political viewpoints between these two sections of the country suggest that the 
Republican Administration might find its parliamentary situation eased by a political combination of the 
Middle West and Southern Democrats. On a half-dozen major issues the legislative delegations of these 
two kindred sections could unite and form an impregnable parliamentary majority. Indeed, such a de- 
velopment seems inevitable in view of the narrowing division of the two parties in both houses. This 
prospect heralds that political realignment so often hailed, in recent years, as the best solution for our 
political crisis. 


Taft: From Ohio comes word of the formation of a Robert A. Taft Memorial Committee which is to 
be expanded “throughout the country among men and women who desire to honor him”, says Mrs. Kather- 
ine Kennedy Brown, National Committeewoman from the state of Ohio. The purpose of this association, 
says Mrs. Brown, is to “keep the influence of Senator Taft a living force in the world”. 


Morris: Robert Morris, expert counsel for the Jenner and McCarran committees in the investigation 
of Communists, is making progress in his campaign for Municipal Judge in New York City. A month 
ago, he won the Republican nomination, despite his opponent’s attack on him on the grounds of “Mc- 
Carthyism”. In the past week, he won another victory when the City Bar Association voted him “quali- 
fied” for the bench despite the opposition of a very active group in the Association. 


The fight against Morris is significant of the ramifications of the struggle against Communism in this 
country today. The objection to Morris in the City Bar body was that he had allegedly mistreated a 
certain organization under investigation as Communist-controlled. The complainants were members of a 
Wall Street firm of Davis, Polk, Wardwell, Sunderland and Kiendl, who — it turns out — represented the 
investigated organization, The Institute of Pacific Relations. Morris investigated the IPR for about 18 
months and his committee crowned his efforts by citing the IPR as controlled by an inner core of Com- 
munists and pro-Communists on its staff, who had used the IPR to direct American foreign policy towards 
Communist objectives. As a result of efforts of the firm, the municipal affairs committee of the City 
Bar body rendered a report on Morris as “not qualified”. 


Later, when the City Bar — in full session—debated the report (and finally designated Morris as 
“qualified” ), among those whose testimony had no little effect in favor of Morris was Mr. Irving Ferman, 
Washington representative of the American Civil Liberties Union. Ferman filed an affidavit in which he 
defended Morris’s treatment of witnesses appearing before his congressional committee. The vote to 
“qualify” Morris was in his favor by 118 to 70. This victory is expected to tell heavily for him in the 
coming election. 
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DISCRIMINATION AT CHRISTMAS 


Some of your friends would best like to be remembered this Christmas with a subscription to 
HUMAN EVENTS. Why? Because they are your friends. 


As you are a reader of this publication, it can be assumed that you associate with people 
interested in public affairs. For them, you could not select a more appropriate gift. Not only 
will this commentary on the course of events appeal to them, but every week it will be a welcome 
reminder of an intellectual bond between you. 


At least six of your friends are in this category. Below is space for six subscriptions; if you 











of its coming. 


me me a ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee eee eee eee er eee ae ae caer eee 


want to remember more, a letter will serve as a subscripiton blank. 


Time is getting short. Send in your Christmas subscriptions now — and just before Christmas 
your friends will receive the first number, with proper notice, of course, that you are the cause 


Keep in mind, too, that whenever thereafter you meet with these people, conversation will be 
enlivened with some such remark as “according to HUMAN EVENTS .. .” 


Christmas Gift Subscription Rates — 1953 
































Two or more 3-month subscriptions at $2.50 each; two or more 6-month subscriptions at $5.00 each; two or more 
annual subscriptions at $9.00 each. 


A gift card, in your name, will accompany the first issue of each Christmas subscription. To make sure this card 
is properly inscribed, please indicate just how the inscription should read. 


A $50.00 order entitles you to a free bound copy of HUMAN EVENTS for 1953 (regular price, $4.00). 
































































































(1 Check enclosed. 


Ordered by— Name 


0 Bill in January. 
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THE TABOOS WE LIVE BY 
By FRANK CHODOROV 


api IN ITS OCCULT ASPECTS, the custom of taboos is not confined to primitive peo- 

ples. Every age and every society has had its quota of “Thou shalt nots”, and the 
higher the civilization the more numerous its interdictions, and the more force do they 
carry. Only in the most sophisticated circles does one hear the phrase, “such things simply 
are not done”’. 

Among intellectuals — who pride themselves on their objectivity — the habit of ban- 
ishing “unclean” thought is most prevalent and most virulent. For instance, the word Mc- 
Carthy is unmentionable in such circles, except with overtones of disgust, even as primi- 
tive peoples spoke of scrofula. This presents a strange anamoly. It is because they claim 
an unique capacity for examining data without prejudice that these people demand for 
themselves a special dispensation, known as ‘‘academic freedom’’; their dicta, or how they 
got to them, is beyond the comprehension of the unwashed, who are therefore presumptu- 
ous when they question the oracular wisdom of the anointed. Yet the attacks of these su- 
perior people on McCarthy and McCarthyism — which includes the Jenner Committee — 
display the venom of an aboriginal tribe toward anyone on whom the medicine man has 
laid the mark; indeed, their attitude seems to be that they need no facts to support their 
verdict of untouchableness. 

But, the subject is taboos, not McCarthyism. And the point is that as society advances 
in knowledge and becomes more complex, the tendency is to increase, rather than dimin- 
ish, the areas of prohibited thought and behavior. The difference between the civilized 
taboos and those of the primitive peoples is a matter of rationalization; the primitive man 
accepts the word of his medicine man without question while the civilized man expects his 
lawmaker or his high priest to support every ban with a reason. When you examine the 
reason, however, you find that it rests on an unprovable axiom, a taboo. Thus, “‘isola- 
tionism” must be declared unclean in order to justify foreign spending. 

As an example of how taboos proliferate, let us examine the one so integrated into 
our civilization that we are pleased to give it divine authority: ‘Thou shalt not steal”. 


Now, this taboo may have been imposed in the beginning by a wise ruler or a high 
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id 
priest with a sense of economics; we have reason to believe that stealing was at one time 
not considered irregular, and it is likely that the consequent disruption of the social order 
may have been the origin of the taboo. Regardless of origin, the recognition of the social 
undesirability of stealing gave particular force to this taboo. So much so that ostracism 


befell the violator; he was stoned, or jailed. It became an inherent taboo. 































As stealing diminished under the impact of the taboo, society flourished and deriva- 
tive taboos sprang up. Today, the man who breaks a contract, even a verbal one, becomes 
unclean because in doing so he violated the original “thou shalt not steal”. The same curse 
falls on one who repudiates a “debt of honor”, while the one who plagiarizes — steals 


ideas — is looked upon as the savage looked upon the leper. 
number. 


Out of one taboo came a 


ABOOS COME AND GO, like styles of clothes. Sometimes they spring from ignorance or 
T fear; sometimes they are imposed on society by self-seekers; sometimes they grow 
out of social experience. Even a deranged mind can set a virulent taboo on its way. There 
are many millions of people today to whom the word “capital” is vile, and when you get 
to the bottom of this phenomenon you come to a book, Das Kapital. Try reading this 
book, try to follow its so-called reasoning, its contradictions in logic and misrepresenta- 
tion of facts, and you are forced to the conclusion that the mind that conceived it was at 
least off balance. Yet, the curse he put on a useful word has influenced thinking no end, 
more particularly the thinking of the self-styled intellectuals. 

In the Christian ethos there is a taboo which says, “thou shalt not bear false witness’. 
Yet, a sizable population, including some Christian preachers, reject this taboo when it con- 
flicts with their taboo on capitalism. To these folks the mark of evil is on those who be- 
lieve in the sanctity of private property. Therefore, bearing false witness against these 
“enemies of progress” — by way of propaganda, espionage and hiding behind the Fifth 
Amendment — is all in line with the noble work of destroying a social leprosy. 

Taboos have played a big part in shaping the institution of sovereignty. When kings 
ruled by divine right, it followed that their persons and their rulership must be surrounded 
with a moat of prohibitions; their kinship to God cloaked them with an aura of mystery. 
If they hadn’t acted up like ordinary mortals, that taboo shelter might have protected 
them indefinitely. However, kings did not live up to their reputation and the sheltering 
taboos wore thin; then they were replaced by a set of “thou shalt nots” for the protection 
of the ruled. This was called constitutionalism. 

The American Bill of Rights is a set of taboos; and supplementing it are derivative 
taboos called “‘checks and balances”. The basis for these prohibitive injunctions on gov- 
ernment is the concept of natural rights, which is a pure assumption. No medicine man 


ever thought up anything more unprovable. We assume that the individual is endowed 
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with inalienable rights because if we don’t we are driven to the conclusion that might 
makes right, and that is nonsense. 


Having asserted the premise of natural rights, we automatically put a curse on any 
act or thought that is violative of it, and the person who makes light of our assumption 


becomes suspect of evil purpose. In fact, he is low enough to be a “Commie”’. 

Taking our American culture as a whole, its earmarks are the Ten Commandments 
and the Bill of Rights, consisting entirely of prohibitory or inhibitory injunctions; and 
that, in the final analysis, is the substance of taboos. 


a ARE NOT ONLY transitory, they are frequently at war with other taboos. And 
that brings us back to the self-styled intellectuals who insist that their minds are 
purged of such nonsense. When you lay open their ideas, as expressed in their textbooks 
on economics and social philosophy, you find that the abolition of taboos is furthest from 
their purpose; they are merely plugging for a new set of taboos to replace those that have 
been in vogue for more than a century. 

For instance, the basic taboo in our culture is ‘“‘thou shalt not steal’’. Behind it is 
an axiom, the axiom of private property; for it is obvious that one cannot steal what is 
not owned. When — as many textbooks do — it is asserted that there is no such thing as 
an inherent right to property, that the tribe, acting through its police, is quite in order 
when it confiscates property, the purpose is to substitute for “thou shalt not steal” a 
taboo that sounds like ‘‘thou shalt not own”. 

When Patrick Henry said that he would as soon be dead as to be without liberty, he 
merely voiced a taboo that had already become inherent in the American culture: “‘Be- 
ware of the State”. For, it was an established fact, in those days, that liberty was some- 
thing the individual was born with, and that the State was inclined to whittle it away. It 
was to put a brake upon this inclination that the ten taboos were incorporated in the Con- 
stitution. These are the ten ways, declares the Bill of Rights, in which the State may 
afflict the people; it is an incipient plague and must be watched. 

Judging by some of their textbooks, the medicine men of the campus are telling us 
that far from being an instrument fraught with evil, the State is in fact the one and only 
means for furthering the fortunes of the tribe. No taboo should prevent it from pursuing 
that purpose. Rather, it is the individual who is contaminated. He is weak and incon- 
tinent and needs to be protected from himself by way of “‘social security”. He is avaricious 
and therefore must be held in check by all sorts of controls. He is ambitious and therefore 
must be deprived of the means — property — by which his ambition can thrive. He has a 
wild appetite and will produce only what he desires if left alone; therefore, his energies 
must be channeled into a purposeful pattern, whether he likes it or not. 

The very fact, continues the self-anointed priesthood of the ivory tower, that the 
individual claims to be endowed by God with rights is proof that he is possessed of a 
demon. For, there are no such rights, -What he pleases to call rights are merely per- 





missions granted to the tribe, acting through its all-wise and all-powerful agency, the 
State. These the State gives or withdraws at will. 


‘In short, the mark of evil is on the individual, not the State. 


es THE BATTLE OF TABOOS is on. It is an unending battle, having started when men 

first began living in communities. Even in the beginning, when the Jews demanded 
of Aaron that he make them a Golden Calf, they in effect countermanded the interdiction 
that Yahweh had put on graven images, substituting for it an interdiction on the Mosaic 
tablets. The intellectuals of the Middle Ages burned at the stake those who presumed to 
seek truth in the facts of nature rather than by 4 priori reasoning. And when the scientists 
got their innings, they put a taboo on all knowledge that could not be reduced to mathe- 
matical formulae; science laid an anathema on philosophy. 

The battle of taboos stems from man’s unending search for ultimate good in this 
world. When he thinks he has hit on the right formula, he labels the opposite as bad and 
puts a malediction on it. Eventually the magic formula turns out to be inadequate and 
then he switches his taboos. 

For centuries all good was defined by status; it was good that every man should be 
content with that station in life to which nature had assigned him. During these cen- 
turies anyone who deigned to disturb the status was by common agreement possessed of 
evil. But, life under status did not bring happiness, and in due time its critics brought 
forth the doctrine of laissez-faire, or freedom of choice; and for two centuries now, in most 
countries, status has been excommunicated. Now laissez-faire has fallen into disrepute, be- 
cause it did not bring the expected shower of manna; all it did was to give the individual 
an Opportunity to work out his own welfare, and nobody really wants to work. So, the 
current crop of medicine men, acting in character, are concocting a new brew of status, 
which they call socialism; they are in effect trying to impose a taboo on freedom of choice. 

When the degree-bedecked practitioners hurl imprecations at those who cling to the 
doctrine of laissez-faire — such as “reactionary’’, “fascists”, “illiberal”, and the like — the 
purpose is not so much to smear the character of these people as to ease into our mores a 
new set of taboos. They would erase from our consciousness the Ten Commandments and 
the Bill of Rights, and would substitute for these traditional prohibitions the taboos de- 
rived from Hegel and Marx. They would restore idolatry of the State by destroying the 
dignity of the individual. They would equate freedom with slavery. 

That is the current battle of taboos. Which code will we decide to live by? That is 
the real issue of the day. 
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